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them; such tiresome facts can be labelled 'religion5 and
consigned to another department.
Yet it should be obvious that those who instituted the
practice of human sacrifice as a means of ensuring the welfare
of the community in general, and the fertility of the earth in
particular, must have had a mentality which differed widely
from that of the modern scientist. We have, in fact., good
reason to believe that among the Ancient Babylonians and
Egyptians, as to a great extent among the modern Hindus,
ritual was regarded as the prime motive power in the world.
It was only by means of ritual that the sun was induced to rise
and the rain to fall; that birth was caused, disease cured and
death averted; in short, it was believed that ritual is produc-
tive of all good-, and destructive of all evil. This tyeUef* in
various forms, is still found all over the world. There is,
however., no reason to believe that it is in any way natural or
instinctive; the probability is, that like all forms of culture, it
was diffused from some one area, probably in South-western
Asia. For belief in ritual, whether we call it magical or
religious, depends on belief in the priest, the man who
knows and performs the ritual, and it can hardly be doubted
that the priest is a product of culture. And he may well
have been the father of civilization. For in communities
dominated by ritual, as we have reason to believe that the
communities in which civilization originated were, the priest
was the repository of all knowledge. There must, of course,
have been knowledge other than of ritual, but all knowledge
was dependent on ritual. The priestly colleges were centres
of wealth and leisure, the only ones that there were, and
therefore the only places in which experiments could be
performed. But since ritual was the main interest of the
priests, their experiments would be based upon the require-
ments of ritual, which, as it developed, would stimulate fresh
experiments*
Our ritual has been stereotyped for so long that aH

